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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Based on Appellant's arguments in his brief filed 07/01/08, Examiner 
is here by reopening prosecution. 

2. Claims 1-52 are still pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 

for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tenney et al. US 6,944,584 Bl in view of Simonoff 
6,463,460. 

Regarding claims 1, 14, 27 and 40, Tenney discloses 
method/system/computer program of cooperatively programming for a 
simulation of a computer application to be developed, the method 
comprising: 
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communicating with a plurality of user computers, where the user 
computers display an executable simulation model of the simulation 
program of the computer application to be developed (FIG. 1, 121, 123, and 
125 also see all associated text for displaying simulation model see 2:35 - 
40); 

receiving a modification to the executable simulation model from a 
first user computer selected from the user computers (2:35 - 45); and 

automatically providing an update to the plurality of user computers 
such that the plurality of user computers display the revised executable 
simulation model (7:35 - 50). 

Tenney doesn't expressly disclose permitting the user computers to 
simultaneously modify the executable simulation model thereby revising the 
simulation program of the computer application to be developed. 

However, Naef discloses that, "...conferencing among computers that 
can share information. The system includes means for each computer which 
controls communications and command routing. The system is such that 
any computer may communicate directly with any other connected 
computer. The commands from one computer are assembled as packets 
and are sent to itself and to other connected computers. The computer 
which is addressed receives the packets and converts and routes the 
commands to modify data and optionally to modify the user's view of the 
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data. Any connected computer may directly affect the other computers 
within the system...". 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine Tenney and Naef, because it 
would enable collaboration among other users and the ability to remotely 
modify shared information. 



Regarding claims 2, 15, 28 and 41, the method as defined in claim 1, 
wherein the modification to the executable simulation model further 
comprises at least one of adding a primitive, deleting a primitive, editing a 
primitive, and modifying a relationship between or among primitives (Tenny, 
7:45 - 50, see view, edit and develop control programs). 

Regarding claims 3,16, 29 and 42, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising automatically providing the update in near real time 
(7:47 - 50, see live updates). 

Regarding claims 4,17, 30 and 43, the method as defined in claim 1, 
wherein automatically providing an update occurs without having a user of 
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the first user computer activate an instruction to update the executable 
simulation mode (7:40 - 45, see dynamically updated). 

Regarding claims 5,18, 31 and 44, the method as defined in claim 1, 
wherein automatically providing an update further comprises automatically 
updating a second user computer without receiving a request from the 
second user computer to update the executable simulation model (7:40 - 
45, see dynamically updated). 

Regarding claim 6, 19, 32 and 45, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising dynamically sharing requirements among the user 
computers (6:22 - 40). 

Regarding claim 7, 20, 33 and 46, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising dynamically sharing requirements among the user 
computers, wherein the dynamically-shared requirements are stored in a 
single data store (6:22 - 40). 

Regarding claims 8,21, 34 and 47, the method as defined in claim 1, 
wherein the executable model includes requirements (10:50 - 55). 
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Regarding claims 9, 22, 35 and 48, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising dynamically sharing primitives among the user computers 
(6:22 - 40). 

Regarding claims 10, 23, 36 and 49, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising dynamically sharing primitives among the user 
computers, wherein the dynamically-shared primitives are stored in a single 
data store (FIG. 1,119 and all associated text). 

Regarding claims 11, 24, 37 and 50, the method as defined in claim 1, 
further comprising: communicating with a second user computer, where the 
second user computer is executing the model of the simulation; and 
automatically providing the update to the second user computer such that 
the second user computer automatically executes the revised executable 
model of the simulation (8:58 - 65). 

Regarding claims 12, 25, 38 and 51, the method as defined in claim 
11, wherein automatically providing the update to the second user computer 
occurs in near real time (7:45 - 50, see live updates). 
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Regarding claims 13, 26, 39 and 52, the method as defined in claim 1, 
wherein the computer application is a Web-based application (FIG. 1, 121 
see web browser). 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-52 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

6. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Chuck Kendall whose telephone 
number is 571-272-3698. The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00 
am - 6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax 
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Chuck 0 Kendall/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



